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once to be most peculiar. He was a great problem from
the standpoint of conduct when we first became acquainted
with him, and previously he had been an educational
problem as well. Every one who came in contact with
the boy felt him to be a peculiar, dull, loutish fellow. He
made the most unfavorable impression, even in the court-
room, because of his slouchiness and his confused and
almost incoherent statements.

We soon found that very little reliance could be put
upon any statements made by the boy himself. He was
contradictory in what he said, and at all times seemed un-
able to give a clear and cogent story, even of his own.
actions. Both with us and at court his statements varied
from day to day and from one t hour to the next. He
said that though he had gone to school for eight years,
he did not learn much because his teachers were "no
good", and only one of them ever taught him any-
thing.

We have studied this boy over quite a long period of
time in an effort to learn just what his native ability is.
Mentally we have found him most peculiar, and after
frequent examinations we have concluded that he is a
border line type. He cannot be regarded simply as
out-and-out feeble-minded, nor, on the other hand, can
we regard him as altogether normal mentally. A number
of things he does very well, but his disabilities are equally
as apparent. His reactions, on the whole, are rather
slow, except when working with concrete material.

In regard to his failures, the striking defect in several
aspects of language ability was soon noted. We were
impressed over and over again with the fact that words
seemed to have no significance to this boy. He had the
greatest trouble in expressing himself, nor could he control
his verbal associations on tests requiring these. He made
eight errors in giving the opposites to twenty simple